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ABSTRACT 

The overall hypothesis tested in this study supported 
a significant relationship between the local school superintendent's 
attitude toward federal aid to education profiles and selected 
factors in his experience and background. This overall hypothesis was 
expanded to 11 hypotheses for purposes of the study. An inventory of 
114 statements about federal aid to education provisions and 
requirements was submitted to 151 randomly selected public school 
superintendents from Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington. Multiple 
regression correlation and mean difference analysis were performed on 
the resulting data. Major findings show that (1) public school 
superintendents in the region differ in their attitudes toward 
federal aid to education profiles and (2) there are significant 
relationships between the public school superintendents' attitudes 
toward federal aid to education profiles as measured by scores 
obtained on the profile inventories and selected factors in their 
experience and environment. (Author/ JF) 
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abstract 



Pro blem and Hypot h eses 



The problem to which this study is addressed is that of the 
local school superintendent's attitude toward federal aid to 
education and factors influencing his attitude. The overall 
hypothesis tested was: 

Ho: There is a significant relationship between the local 

school superintendent's attitude toward federal aid to 
education profiles and selected factors in his experience 
and environment. 

The overall hypothesis was expanded to 11 hypotheses for the 
purposes of the study. Hypothesis I treated the relationship 
between one or more of the following factors of experience and 
environment and the superintendent's attitude. 

Factors investigated: 

1. Superintendent's progressivism-traditionalism score as 
measured by Kerlinger's Education Scale 

2. Age 

3. Formal education 

4. Recency of training 

5. Number of years in present position 

6. Number of years as a superintendent 

7. Experience with federal aid to education programs 
as measured in years 

8. Experience with federal aid to education programs 
as measured in the number of different programs 

9. Experience with federal aid to education programs 
as measured in dollar amounts 

10. Per cent of local contribution to the total operating 
school budget 
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Hypotheses II through XI were designed to investigate the 
strength of the relationship between each of the 10 selected 

factors and the superintendent's attitude toward federal aid to 
education profiles. 

Procedure 

f he procedures used in the study included: (1) the 

construction of an inventory of 114 statements about federal aid 
to education provisions and requirements; (2) the submission of 
the instrument to a pilot group who evaluated the statements on 
a six point scale from general to categorical; (3) coefficient of 
agreement and factor analysis were used on the pilot data 
to determine the items to be used in the final instrument; (4) 
the administration of the final instruments; and (5) multiple 
regression, correlation and mean difference analysis techniques 
were performed on the data. 

The major study group was comprised of 151 randomly selected 
public school superintendents from the states of Alaska, Idaho, 
Oregon and Washington, For analyses purposes, the study group was 
divided into subgroups by state and by the largest and smallest 
10 school districts in student population. Chief school administra- 
tors of 25 randomly selected nonpublic schools from the same states 
were also included in the study, 

For purposes of analysis* the Federal Aid to Education Profil 



Inventory was scored on three different profiles, (1) Profile I, 
statements judged to be descriptive of general to categorical federal 
aid (total inventory), (2) Profile II, statements judged to be 
descriptive of mostly general to general federal aid to education, 
and (3) Profile III, statements judged to be descriptive of mostly 
categorical to categorical federal aid to education. 

Major Findings 

1. Public school superintendents in the region under study 
differ in their attitudes toward federal aid to education 
profiles; also specific provisions and requirements of federal 
aid programs. 

2. There were significant relationships between t he public 
school superintendents' attitudes toward federal aid to 

. education profiles as measured by scores obtained on the 
profile inventories and selected factors in their experience 
and environment. These significant relationships vary from 
state to state and from profile inventory to profile inventory. 

3. The following factors showed the indicated significant 
relationship to the superintendents' attitudes toward general 
federal aid to education characteristics: 

1. factor one negative 

2. factor two positive 

3. factor three negative 

4. factor six positive 

5. factor nine negative 
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CHAPTER I 



PROBLEM, HYPOTHESIS, AND DEFINITIONS OF TERMS 
I INTRODUCTION 



The idea that an educated populace is necessary to the exist- 
ence and well-being of a democratic state, stemming from the time 
of Jefferson and the forming of the Federal Constitution, coupled 
with technological advances, the population explosion, the know-, 
ledge explosion, and increased demand for more years of free edu- 
cation for more people, has created a tremendous financial burden 
on many if not all local school districts. Education finds itself 
in stiff competition with other social agencies for the tax dollar. 

The following statements, taken from the Educational 
Policies Commission's report on school financing in 1959, sum 
up the situation: 

The assumption has been that the schools which communities 
provide for themselves will be adequate for the nation*, but, 
today the national need for high quality in public education ' 
has become more urgent than ever before. America's success 
in fulfilling her new responsibilities of leadership may well 
determine the future of free people everywhere. Yet, most 
localities today are hard put to finance the schools on 
which that success depends, and in too many places unsolved 
financial problems mean Inadequate education.! 



1 

J National Policy and the Financing of the Public School s , 
National Education Association (Washington T Education PollcTes 
Commission, 1959), pp. 5-6. 



